The type of analysis sketched above predicts that in Clitic Left Dislocation constructions, if only the left dislocated constituent precedes the verb, like in (1)-(2) below, clitics would obligatorily be enclitic on the verb in Old Romance (see Salvi 1991 , Benincà 1995 -the verb counting as the first sentence internal constituent. This prediction however is contradicted by the empirical data, as sentences (3)- (4) below show. Although exemplifying the same type of syntactic configuration as sentences (1)- (2), sentences (3)-(4) display proclisis. All the sentences - (1) to (4) Moreover, Rivero (1993 Rivero ( , 1997 and Kaiser (1999) have brought into consideration serious objections to the characterization of Old Portuguese and Old Spanish as V2 languages (of the Germanic type) 3 . Their view further challenges the P2 hypothesis for Old Romance clitics since it leaves unexplained why clitics tend to cluster together with the verb.
In this paper I construct an empirical argument against the hypothesized phrasal status of Old Portuguese and Old Spanish clitic pronouns by comparing the syntax of the accusative/dative/se pronouns with the syntax of the oblique pronouns i (locative) and en(de) (separative, locative, partitive, genitive). Space considerations preclude me from offering in this paper an account of the changes observed in clitic placement in Portuguese and Spanish which is compatible with the view that clitics are heads throughout the history of the Romance languages. Such an account is developed in Martins (in press; forthcoming) 4 . 3 Rivero believes that through the history of the Romance languages clitic pronouns evolved from P2 clitics to verbal clitics. However, in her 1997 work Rivero advocates that Old Spanish was from the earlier documented times undergoing a typological shift, therefore displaying a mixed system with respect to the tipology of clitics: "OSp has the mixed characteristics which derive from the combination of its I-and C-Systems in embedded clauses but seldom in main clauses. In main clauses, OSp shows an overwhelming preference for the I-system [i. e., verbal clitics] that survives in later stages, and exhibits restrictions in its use of the C-system [i. e., P2 clitics], which provides the basis for the diachronic evolution that eliminates it in later periods." (Rivero 1997:170) 4 In forthcoming work, I derive synchronic and diachronic variation in clitic placement in Romance from the variable featural make-up of the functional heads Σ and AgrS, namely from the interplay between the 'strenghten' property of Σ (with respect to a V-feature -see Martins 1994a) and the EPP properties of AgrS. Within this kind of account the burden of accounting for diachronic variation in 2. An argument against the "XP to X 0 hypothesis": Comparing the syntax of the oblique pronouns i and ende with the syntax of the accusative, dative and se pronouns:
The pronominal system of Old Portuguese and Old Spanish included the oblique pronouns i and ende, the cognates of Catalan hi and en, French i and en, Italian vi and ne. In the fifteenth century the partitive/locative ende vanishes whereas i is reanalysed as a locative adverb (cf. Badia Margarit 1947 , Teyssier 1981 , Wanner 1991 , Muidine 2000 . In this paper I will not be concerned with explaining why the oblique pronouns i and ende were not preserved as part of the pronominal system of Portuguese and Spanish. My aim will be to compare the syntax of i and ende with the syntax of the accusative, dative and se pronouns, having as background the proposal of a tripartite typology of pronouns built up by Cardinaletti and Starke (1996, 1999) . Let me start with enunciating the form of the argument that I will make to support the view that accusative, dative and se pronouns did not change their categorial nature (from XP to X 0 ) during the history of Romance. Working on the assumption that the tripartite typology of pronouns put forth by Cardinaletti and Starke is correct, a comparative approach to the syntax of the deficient accusative, dative, and se pronouns, on the one hand, and of the deficient oblique pronouns i and ende, on the other, shows that the latter classify as weak pronouns whereas the former classify as clitic pronouns. Under the tripartite tipology, weak pronouns are phrasal constituents (XP); clitics are syntactic heads (X 0 ). The distinct syntactic distribution of the obliques and of the accusative/dative/se pronouns in Old Portuguese and Old Spanish can be straightforwardly derived from their different phrase structure status. This line of reasoning leads us to the conclusion that the accusative, dative and se pronouns are X 0 items from Old Romance through Modern Romance.
clitic placement in Romance is not put in the syntax of left dislocation. Thus variation between enclisis and proclisis is not seen, at any stage of the evolutionary path of the Romance languages, as a product of the availability/unavailability of left dislocation. This seems a welcome result in view of the fact that empirical evidence undermines the claim that 'pure' configurations of Clitic Left Dislocation would necessarily display an enclitic pattern in Old Romance. Moreover, with regard to Portuguese, the 'left-dislocation-based' account of change in clitic placement depends on the assumption that Subjects went from being optionally left dislocated (up to the sixteenth century, when both enclisis and proclisis appear in SV sentences), to being not allowed to be left dislocated (in the seventeenth-eighteenth centuries, when proclisis is the usual pattern of clitic placement in SV sentences), to being obligatorily left dislocated (giving rise to the invariable enclitic pattern of contemporary Portuguese). This seems a very unlikely path in a language that throughout the historical period under consideration was consistently pro-drop (cf. Barbosa 2000) .
In a series of articles published in the nineties, Anna Cardinaletti and Michael Starke demonstrated that the classical bipartite typologies of pronouns ('stressed' vs. 'unstressed', 'strong' vs. 'weak', 'full' vs. 'clitic', etc.) are irredeemably contradicted by cross-linguistic empirical evidence and inadequate on theoretical grounds. Starting with a thorough examination of Germanic and Romance, subsequently extended to other language families, Cardinaletti and Starke came to identify three types of pronominal forms: 'clitic' pronouns, 'weak' pronouns, and 'strong' pronouns. This tripartite typology was the key to solve enduring issues in the linguistics literature such as the (typological) status of the personal pronouns of German or of the Italian dative pronoun loro. Under the tripartite typology of pronouns, Cardinaletti and Starke derive the particular semantic, syntactic and prosodic properties of each class of pronouns from the following features: a) clitics and weak pronouns, in contrast to strong pronouns, are structurally 'deficient' -at the sub-lexical level of syntactic structure; b) clitics are syntactic heads (X 0 ) while weak pronouns and strong pronouns are maximal projections (XP); c) clitics lack word stress, thus being prosodically dependent words; weak pronouns like strong pronouns carry word stress (but differently from strong pronouns can easily undergo prosodic restructuring with an adjacent stressed word). Three kinds of constraint afect clitics and weak pronouns as a result of their 'deficient' nature: they cannot introduce new referents in discourse; they cannot be coordinated; they cannot be modified 5 . 5 An anonymous reviewer pointed out the three Old Spanish sentences given below, which were intended as counter-examples with respect to the generalization that deficient pronouns, namely accusative/dative/se pronouns, cannot be modified. As the translations I give below show, I do not take those sentences to involve (relative) modification of an accusative/dative pronoun. In my interpretation, (i) below displays a complement clause selected by found; (ii) below displays an (object-related) adverbial predication clause; (iii) below displays a sentential adverbial clause, namely a reason clause. With respect to the non accusative clitic lo in (i), see Menéndez-Pidal (1946: §130) and Fernández-Ordoñez (1999) . As for the predication clause in (ii), see Brucart (1999:442) .
E el Cauallero Zifar paro mientes en aquel cauallo que auia ganado del cauallero que auia and the knight Z. set his-mind in that horse that he-had won from-the knight that he-had muerto a la porta de la villa, e fallolo que era bueno e mui enfrenado e mui killed at the door of the town and found-it that it-was good and very well trained and very valiente brave "And the knight Zifar paid attention to the horse that he had won from the knight that he had killed at the entrance of the town and found (about it) that it was a good horse, very well trained and brave" (Cf. Wagner 1929:55) (ii) Et el día que llegó a Toledo adereçó luego a casa de dom Yllán et and the day that he-arrived to Toledo he-went straight to the-house of Sir Y. and fallólo que estava lleyendo en una cámara muy apartada found-him that was reading in a room very retired
In Old Portuguese and Old Spanish both the oblique pronouns i and ende and the accusative/dative/se pronouns display the incapacity for introducing new referents and for being coordinated, therefore classifying as 'deficient' pronouns. In an extensive study of the Old Portuguese oblique pronouns Paul Teyssier (1981) showed beyond doubt that i and ende cannot dispense with a discourse antecedent; besides, Muidine (2000) brought up evidence showing that the oblique pronouns i and ende do not allow coordination. Sentences (5) to (7) below, extracted from Old Portuguese legal documents, illustrate the "replacement" of i and ende by strong forms (i.e., Prep + strong pronoun) when coordination comes into play. Example (7) displays coordinated strong forms occurring in exactly the same kind of discourse/textual context as the (uncoordinated) weak pronouns i and ende in examples (5)- (6). (5) The facts considered above show that the oblique pronouns i and ende qualify as deficient pronouns like the accusative/dative/se pronouns. However the two groups of deficient pronouns diverge from each other in the following aspects:
A -In (finite) subordinate clauses, the accusative/dative/se pronouns are normally preverbal, differing in this way from strong pronouns and DPs in general. In this respect Old Portuguese and Old Spanish are like contemporary Portuguese and Spanish. Oblique pronouns, on the other hand, do not display a "special" placement in subordinate clauses. Thus i and ende are often post-verbal in subordinate clauses 6 . This fact is in harmony with the hypothesis that Old Romance accusative/dative/se pronouns are "special clitics" (in the terms of Zwicky 1977) in contrast with the oblique pronouns 7 . Since both the oblique pronouns and the accusative/dative/se pronouns are deficient pronouns, their different placement indicates that while the latter are clitics the former are weak pronouns. The observed distributional contrast between the two sets of pronouns under consideration is highlighted by sentences (8)- (9) B -It is a well established generalization about the Romance languages with preverbal negation that only an X 0 element, namely a clitic, is allowed to break the linear adjacency between the sentential negative marker and the verb. In Old Portuguese and Old Spanish the accusative/dative/se pronouns not only may occur between negation and the verb but actually do occur in that position quite often (see Fontana 1993 , Martins 1994b . In opposition to the accusative/dative/se pronouns, the oblique pronouns (with a few exceptions for Old Spanish i 8 ) cannot intervene between the sentential negative marker and the verb; therefore, they do not qualify as clitics whereas the accusative/dative/se pronouns do. In negative sentences, either the oblique pronouns are post-verbal 9 or, if preverbal, they precede the string 'negation-verb'. This scenario is expected under the hypothesis that the latter are weak pronouns (i.e., XPs) while the former are true clitics (i. e., X 0 s). Sentences (10) to (12) exemplify the exclusion 8 The Old Spanish oblique i is attested in the string 'neg-i-V', especially when V equals haber 'have'. The fact that Old Spanish i may occur in such position shows that it could be a clitic at least in some dialect of Castillian. This is not that surprising in view of the fact that in the Eastern Iberian Romance languages, namely in Old Aragonese and Old Catalan, the oblique pronouns displayed clitic behavior in tandem with the accusative/dative/se pronouns (cf. Badia Margarit 1947). Neverthless, in Castillian the clitic variant of the oblique i did not displace the weak non clitic variant. In fact, more often than not Old Spanish i behaves as an XP: it occurs post-verbally in finite negative clauses and in all kinds of subordinate clauses; it may be clause initial; it does not undergo mesoclisis; it is not part of clitic clusters. 9 In this respect as well oblique pronouns contrast with accusative/dative/se pronouns, since the latter are always preverbal in finite negative clauses.
of i and ende from the 'inter-negation-and-verb' position where clitics -like the dative pronoun in (11) and the reflexive in (12) C -Similarly to strong pronouns, the oblique pronouns i and ende are always post-verbal in configurations where accusative/dative/se pronouns display variation between proclisis and enclisis (that is, in affirmative main clauses without proclisis triggers 10 ). In independent work (Martins 1994b (Martins , 1995 , in press, forthcoming), I takle the issue of the variable placement of the accusative/dative/se pronouns in Old Portuguese and Old Spanish. The account proposed ties such variation to the X 0 character of the accusative/dative/se pronouns. Thus the weak oblique pronouns, being XPs, do not participate in it. Sentences (13)-(14) exemplify the constant post-verbal position of the oblique pronouns in affirmative main clauses (without proclisis triggers nor focusing of the oblique 11 ) in contrast to the variable (preverbal or post-verbal) placement of the accusative/dative/se pronouns. 10 The phrasal constituents which induce proclisis in affirmative main clauses are identified in Martins (1994b Martins ( , 1995 . 11 Old Portuguese and Old Spanish are SVO languages, but the order OV can be derived in main clauses by left-dislocating or focusing the object -the former displacemnet operation marks a constituent as a topic, the latter as an identificational focus (see Martins 2002) . Although rare, sentences with focusing of the oblique pronouns i, en (de) are found in the medieval texts -see (22) and (23) below. With repect to the accusative/dative/se pronouns, variation between preverbal and post-verbal position is independent of focusing (which accusative/dative/se pronouns cannot ( 
13) E o Monesteiro oú Ejgreia que nõ oúuer des Lª Casáaes a Jusu nõ pouse
and the monastery or church that not owns from fifty farms to more not stay
hj Ricomẽ mais façãlhj ende seruiço hũa vez no ãno there man-of noble-birth but do-him of-it service one time in-the year "And if the monastery or church does not own fifty farms or more, no aristocrats are to be hosted there but the monastery has the obligation to provide them with its services once a year" (Portuguese. 13th/14th century. D -As Cardinaletti (1999:40) points out "no Romance language allows for lexical material to intervene between the verb and an enclitic pronoun". This is a very robust generalization about clitics in Romance. It describes the behavior of the accusative/dative/se pronouns throughout the history of Portuguese and Spanish. The oblique pronouns i and ende, on the other hand may occur non adjacent to the verb in post-verbal position. Once more, this distributional contrast may be derived from the different character of the two relevant sets of pronouns. The accusative/dative/se pronouns are clitics (X 0 ) from earlier times requiring an X 0 host; the oblique pronouns i and ende are weak pronouns (XP) which may stay on their own -although they may as well undergo prosodic restructuring, thus changing a neighbour into a host (See Cardinaletti & Starke 1999:172-173) . Sentences (15) to (17) exemplify the permitted discontinuity undergo). Diachronically viewed, the frequency of preverbal placement makes clear the distinction between obliques on the one hand and accusative/dative/se pronouns on the other: the preverbal placement of the oblique pronouns (resulting from focusing) shows stable infrequency throughout the medieval period; as for the accusative/dative/se pronouns, there is a gradual and steady increase of the preverbal placement from the 12 th /13 th century to the end of the medieval period. In late Old Portuguese and Old Spanish proclisis arises more often than not in affirmative main clauses (without proclisis triggers). See Martins (1994b Martins ( , 1995 between the verb and a post-verbal oblique pronoun. Moreover, example (15) highlights the contrast between the placement of the oblique pronoun and the placement of a post-verbal dative pronoun, which as expected surfaces adjacent to the verb. Benincà 1995 , Halpern 1995 , Rivero 1997 , Fontana 1997 for references and discussion) and I will not deal with the issue in this paper. But I take the fact that i and ende may escape the Tobler-Mussafia constraint as a further indicator of their (non-clitic) weak character and, conversely, of the clitic character of the accusative/dative/se pronouns. Moreover, following Kayne (1991) and Cardinaletti and Starke (1996, 1999) , I take 'being a clitic' to mean 'being an X 0 '. . The latter but not the former behave as clitics, i. e., as X 0 syntactic entities. The intraclausal positional dissociation betwen the oblique pronouns and the accusative/dative/se pronouns arises in configurations where the two types of pronouns would be allowed to be contiguous. In sentence (24) below both the accusative la and the oblique hy could be placed before the string 'negationverb'; in sentence (25) below both the accusative as and the oblique hj could be either left adjacent to the verb or right adjacent to the complementizer. See also sentences (8), (14) and (15) above. 13 The fact that i and en(de) may be contiguous with the accusative/dative/se pronouns (or with each other) is by itself irrelevant. Contiguity per se does not show whether there is clitic cluster formation. What signals that this is the case is the obligatoriness of contiguity. Moreover, it should be noted that while contracted forms involving two clitics can be found in Old Spanish and Old Portuguese, there are no such contracted forms involving i or en (de) . In this respect, Old Spanish and Old Portuguese contrast sharply with Old Catalan where en and i contract together (giving ni, nie, nhi) as well as with the accusative/dative/se pronouns (see Badia Margarit 1947:213-219 ). An anonymous reviewer suggested that "oblique pronouns probably do not cluster within the same clause because the locative meaning of both i and ende rules out this possibility". Old Catalan contracted forms such as ni undermine this claim. The presence of i and en(de) within the same clause is also attested in Old Spanish and Old Portuguese, as sentence (i) The comparative inquiry undertaken in this paper offered for consideration a set of facts which have not gotten enough attention in the literature on Old Romance clitics. Under the interpretation of the data that I have argued for, Rivero's claim (in 1986 Rivero's claim (in , 1991 that the oblique pronouns and the accusative/dative/se pronouns of Old Romance are syntactic entities of the same nature, that is, XPs, cannot be maintained. Assuming the tripartite typology of pronouns proposed by Cardinaletti and Starke (1996, 1999) , I take the facts described above to show that the set of deficient personal pronouns of Old Portuguese and Old Spanish splits into two subsets: a group of weak pronouns that do not survive beyond the 15th century and a group of clitic pronouns which (as expected under the assumption that clitics are heads) keep their X 0 nature unchanged across all the documented lifetime of the Romance languages.
The conclusion that Old Portuguese and Old Spanish accusative/dative/se pronouns are not weak pronouns, but true clitics, might be reinforced by the observation that a weak third person accusative pronoun (phonologically similar to the third person nominative, i. e., ele/ela) is attested in OP (see sentence (26) below). This weak accusative pronoun is to be distinguished from a strong third person accusative pronoun also attested in Old Portuguese when coordination, modification or focusing are at play (see sentences (27)- (29) 
Conclusion
In this paper I argue that the deficient accusative, dative and se pronouns of Portuguese and Spanish did not change their categorial nature throughout the history of these languages, being continuosly X 0 entities. Since, for this matter, Old Portuguese and Old Spanish have been widespreadly taken in the literature as representative of an archaic stage in the history of Romance, I hence conclude that Romance clitics are just true clitics (i. e. heads) from Old Romance to Modern Romance. This fact reveals itself sharply when we compare the syntax of the accusative, dative and se pronouns with the syntax of the oblique pronouns i and en (de) in Old Portuguese and Old Spanish. The latter display properties of weak pronouns (XPs) in contrast to the clitic properties of the former.
